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Victory Christian Center
7700 South leWis Avenue

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74136-7700

FORWARDING AND ADDRESS CORRECTION REQUESTED

1710

PersonElll & Family Life Ministry

Monday, March 31, 1997

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
FEDERAL COMMUNICATION COMMISSION
1919 "M" Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Reed:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl.

We want to express our oppositiion to the age-based system and want a content­
based system. Also, we are advocates of the restoration of the Family Hour to
clean-up television. The growing problem of violence, inappropriate language
and sexual themes now on TV will lead to abuse in all areas of families of our
great land. We desire wholesome programming for the nation, adults as well as
children.

Anchored in hope, (Heb. 6:19,20)

;J)(roJ~~
Margaret J. Hodge

918-451-5051
..-



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washigton, DC 20554

LJOCKET FILE COf'WSIGINAL
r(j(j MAI[ ROO~A

APR 3 1997

RECE:VED
Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stevenson Ranch
Elementary PTA to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has
met statury requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe
this system does so and ask the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the follwing:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about the programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a v-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluted by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thanks for this opportunity to comment on an issue so importat to children and families.

Sincerely,

Vickie Mitsinikos and John MiJ~,pro"

V~~)?Z~,~
Stevenson Ranch, California

7

No. of Copies rec'd,--_O _
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FCC f\~A~:l ROf)' II,",'",1.- "Il/:'~, J'.J

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket Ne. 97-55, FCC 97-34

,r, ,::; J.' f997t-': .'; ill ._

REf: r="PVEO~,...'l' ,.,.... 1 I:

th~i~

n(:l

thf'~

.::\nd

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Kat. Bond
Elem. PTA in Shelby County, Memphis, TN. to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti ,Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. the
rating .ymbol on the TV scre.n does not prOVide sufficient
content information so that we as parents can make a d.cisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for our childr.n. Major
surv.ys r.l ••••d this fall which demonstrat.d overwh.lming parent
pr.fer.nce for a rating system that gives us parents information
about the content of programs were conduct.d by the National
PTA, U.S. N.ws and World Report and Media Studies C.nter/Roper.
Par.nts DO NOT WHAT THE T V INDUSTRY TO INTERPRET WHAT IS BEST
FOR OUR CHILDREN. WE WANT TO MAKE THOSE CHOICES OURSELVES BASED
ON CONTENT INFORMATION ABOUT THE PROGRAM. Any rating syst.m
without content description on the scr.en and pUbliciz.d in
periodical that carry TV scheduling is USELESS.

Th. FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirement of the
Telecommunication Act of 1996. I DO NOT believe this system doe.
Se and .sk that the FCC NOT ~pprov~ the industry rating syst8m.
Instead. I would lik~ to requ8st the following=

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve
industry's rating system. Further, the Fcc should accept
rating system that does not include cont8nt inform~tion .bout
programs such as V (for violence) ,S(for sexual d~piction

nudity) and L(l~nguage);

* That th~ FCC require a V-chip band broad 8nough that would
allow we ~s parents to receive more than one rating system;
* Th.t the ration icon ton TV scre~n be made larger, mor~

prominently plac8d on the screen, .nd app8ar more frequently
during th~ course of a program.;
* That the r~ting board be independent of the industry and the
FCC and that it include us parents; and
* That any r.ting system .pproved by the FCC be evaluated by
independent res.arch to determine if it meet the need of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so
IMPORTANT TO OUR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES.

Si nc::{:,~rely"/kd
~) 1) .

TER I HOLT "
I"IEI"IPH IS, 'TN

No. 01 Copies reC'd.__O _
List ABCDi::



March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the local PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, US. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language)~

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more that one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents~ and
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it

meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Eileen Sorrows
Liberty Twp., Ohio

No. O'j Copk:s rec'd 0
List ..\sec;::
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April 1997

..,
j 1997

REC,E:VED

FCC MAIL ROO~J1
APR

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissionen:

Chairman Reed Hundt and the FCC Commissionen
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and Transit Middle School PTSA to voice our opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January i7, 19>7. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide suffident content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Ad of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

III That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about the programs such as V
( for violence), S ( for sexual depiction and nudity) and L ( for language);

III That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more then
one rating system;

III That the ~ti!\g i~~~ ......~"! '!'V sc!'~!! be mad! !~:-g~2", m~re promhl~3t:ypla\:~d on the :;c~en, imd
appear more frequently during the coune of a program;

III That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

III That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

)I?'~ .jJ!Lk~ct·
No. of Cop;es rec'd 0
list A3CD1:": '-------

-------



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy OnlGINAl

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Brookridge Elementary School in Overland Park,
Kansas, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language)~

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system~

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program~

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~\~~

No. of Copies rec'd~_O__
List ABCDE



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April B, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cI0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

\

UOCK£7 , 1e: COpy OfilGINAl

- '. .

{V~h~,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 LDCaJ)'l-
I am (we are) writing onbe~National P1'A and the /j/£ te, ff8Q.neal, council. dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice ~ ur opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Ratmg Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provi4e sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is ;1ppropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
de~onstrateoverwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, tJ. .S. News and 1M>rld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not Want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make, those choices themselves based on cc;mtent information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether 'the industry's' rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's raong system. Further, the 'FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such asV
{for violence),S {fof sexuafdepietion and n6:ditj)and L (for language); ,

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than' ,
one rating system;

- .
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and

appear more frequently during the course of a program; .

• That' the rating board be independ~n'tof the industry and the FCC and· that it include parents; and. \" ~ ~. ...", " .' ' ,

• That any rating system approved by the FCC ,be evaluated by. independent research to determine if
it meets the needS of parents. '

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so irhpottant to children and families.

Sincerely,Pd ',Lk 0 rf'
Your N~me, .'f), I/,~'0-',
Town, State ,V'l/tA.a.)/)

. '., .' !



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hwidt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

--OCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Brookridge Elementary School in Overland Park,
Kansas, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

o

Sincerely,

erflPt
~'

~~lf4~
r'~o. of Copies rec'd
List ASCOE ----



March 1997

Smeerely, (3/1'~/ cAid:,La

. it'dO ' ~, , D
i', ,01 l...op1es 1"8C d
List ABGDr: '----

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Meadow Wood Elementary PTA in
Houston, Texas to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997, The rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by
the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children, Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals
that carry TV scheduling is useless,

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry'S rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996, I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I
request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity), and L (for language)~

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:
lJOCKf!f ~t' ~' "('W~\' ,'~"

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34 I ..... ..,'"" I vt(/OlHAl

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554



March 21, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
]919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

DocKET FILE CO
PYORIGINAL

o

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Coles Elementary School PTA of Manassas, Vir­
ginia, Unit #029653, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, Us. New and World Report, and Media Studies Cen­
ter/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what i:; best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV schedul­
ing is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory re­
quirement of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we requt~st the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infor­
mation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more that one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that is include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue to important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec'd
List ASCDE '----



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by Apri/8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34 ~ndL~~

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and theJ!..a W Pr..A_ (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

f·~o. of Copies rec'd 0
list ABeDE
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SAMPLE LIiTTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by Apri/B, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET ALE COPY ORIGINAL

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the~r""~local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

D
~~=~~:-:~.~C::-:::::_C-#J.L-.:-.L.~/.~~::+- ~e:;zg&&~.L:11-~~i~t ~.k~~~s rec'd, _
Parent Signature(s) ~ (7? 1//)~ _
Albuquerque, NM X / / / ....J..-.-=:>



o

_ ......_--._----

March 31, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CD Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Salem Woods Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valent~ Chair of the TV rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA,
US News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicised
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about the programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

'" That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

'" That the ration icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen and appear
more frequently during the course ofa program;

'" That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

'" That ant rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents, which is why this system evolved to begin with.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to the children and families in Monroe,
Washington and throughout this great country.

Sincerely,

4a1'Ml1-1t((),J!ff\'Y
Tammy GreuY '--0 I _ ()

President Salem Woods PTA
On behalf of the 180 members ofour PTA
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission DOCKET FILE COpy OHiGlNAl
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Moates Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

!~'-"
Sin~rely, ,... !. ./

Uo~~dent f ..

Moates Elementary PTA
DeSoto, Texas

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
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Chairman Reed Hundt & FCC Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.
Room 222
Washington D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt & Commissioners:

FCC MAIL ROO~~

APR 3 1997

RECEIVED

This letter is in regards to CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34.

I would like to take this opportunity to urge and implore you to reconsider the
age-based television rating system that you are considering. The system you
embrace does NOT give parents adequate input about the content of the program that
is being shown.

As a parent, grandparent and child advocate, I would ask that you begin to

use a descriptive content-based rating system. This would give parents a
better chance to made an informed decision about what their children watch.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Gloria J. Smith
RR 2 Harrington Hill Ro
Lake George, NY 128R.~~~

No. of Copies rOC·d.__O__
List A3CDE



April 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

- _.. .~ MAIL ROO~/j

OOCKml/ r f'f'!(lV "'''~01997

RECE:VED

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Dodgen Middle School PTSA to voice our opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV rating Implementation Group, on January 17,

. 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA. U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements ofthe
Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

I. That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industty's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V(for voilence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for language);

2. That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

3. That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

4. That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

5~ That pnj' raf-ng system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sin~~~,. / ~~
~~ Co-President Dodgen Middle School PTSA
4865 Bishop Lake Rd.
Mariett~Ga. 30062
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Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

FCC MAll ROOf\/\

RECEiVED

I am / We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jannan Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my / our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation abOut the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the indUstry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
infonnation about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nUdity),
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the indUstry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
detennine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

slnce~.~~~~~
&0\CQn = Olc.. I'L/OI \

Tulsa, Oklahoma I
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